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their lives in their country’s service, although they had been
promised a warrant making the appointment permanent, and
giving them no more than officers of any civil department are
justly entitled to, dispensers being the only class of officers pos-
sessing no advantages whatever.
Unfortunately, some thirty gentlemen who accepted an en-

gagement for three years’ service in India during the mutiny,
allowed their engagements to be abruptly broken by the Go-
vernment before little more than half the time had expired,
and accepted very paltry compensation. The authorities have
thus learned to treat dispensers like dockyard labourers, taking
them on and dismissing them at their pleasure.

Dispensers have been of great service, having educated a
class of sergeant-compounders, not from their free-will, but
being ordered to do so. Previously fatal mistakes had fre-

quently occurred where no dispenser was stationed. No
wonder the whole Medical Department is so dissatisfied with
its present head, as little reliance can be placed on his promises.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
London, March, 1863. ONE OF tHE VICTIMS.

MEDICAL TRIALS.

NORTH WALES CIRCUIT.-CHESTER, APRIL 4TH.

Before Mr. Baron BRAMWELL and a Special Jury. )
BROMWICH V. WATERS.

MR. SERJEANT SHEE (specially retained), Mr. Vaughan
Williams, and the Hon. R. Bourke, appeared for the plaintiff;
Mr. Welsby, Mr. M’Intyre, and Mr. Giffard appeared for the
defendant; Mr. Grove, Q. C., and Mr. Horatio Lloyd watched
the case on behalf of other parties interested.
This was an action brought against the defendant for loss

of service sustained by the seduction of Mary Walley, a ser-
vant, who was formerly in the employ of the plaintiff.

This charge, which was, perhaps, the most extraordinary
ever brought before the public, will be best understood by a
short summary of the case, as it would be impossible to give
the evidence in detail.
Miss Caroline Bromwich, the plaintiff, is a lady of indepen

dent fortune residing at Broughton ; the defendant, who is
more than fifty years of age, and a married man with grown-
up children, is a physician, who for the last fifteen years has
not only enjoyed a most extensive practice, but has borne the
highest possible character in this city. He had been for a

long time not only the medical attendant, but the intimate
friend of Miss Bromwich, and in February, 1860, he was asked
by her to attend Mary Walley, then twenty-six years of age,
a servant who had lived with her for fifteen years. He found
she was suffering from a complaint, the origin of which it was
not easy to trace, but the result to her was constant sickness.
He thought it was a bilious attack, and treated her accord-
ingly ; but, as she did not get better, in March Miss Brom-
wich took her for change cf air to Llandudno and the Isle of
Man. She returned to Chester no better for the change, and
again consulted Dr. Waters, complaining of pains in the
stomach and back, in consequence of which he examined her
in bed; not being satisfied, he requested her to call at his
house, when he made another examination of her person,
which led him to believe she was suffering from ulceration of
the womb, for which he applied caustic, which cannot be used
without what is known to the medical profession as a speculum.
He continued this treatment at different times up to April,
1861, but before then her complaint had assumed a different
character. She was subject to fits of the worst sort, of what
was described as cataleptic hysteria, the result, as it was sug-
gested, of the improper treatment of the defendant. Miss
Bromwich, feeling the greatest interest in her, again took her
for change of air to the Isle of Man, with no better success,
for the hts became worse during her stay there. She returned
in May, having suffered on her way back from the most
serious fit she had ever had, which rendered her insensible for
some time. During the month of October following the same
treatment was pursued; then came the 9th of November, on
which day Mary Walley swore she calied upon the doctor, that
she was very ill when she arrived there, that the doctor gave
her some wine, and that she almost immediately afterwards
had a fit and became insensible, and that she remembered
nothing more until she came to herself about two hours after,
when she found herself lying on the hearthrug in another
room. She had been very sick, and returned home in a cab.

She continued to consult the doctor from time to time up to
the following March, and complained to him that she was
growing larger. In April Miss Bromwich determined upon
taking her to Malvern. But, as she did not seem to improve,
Miss Bromwich wrote to Dr. Waters, to ask whether she should
consult any other physician ; but, not receiving any answer,
she sent her to Dr. Cully, who, after a thorough examination
of her person, thought she was suffering from a tumour. On
the 26th of July she became suddenly worse, and a child was
born-

This was in substance the plaintiff’s case.
Mary Walley distinctly swore that, to her knowledge, no

man had ever taken indecent liberties with her, but deposed
to one equivocal act on the part of the doctor when he was
attending her, and to some expressions of an improper cha-
racter, all of which the doctor swore were untrue. Dr. R. Lee,
Dr. Ramsbotham, and Dr. Taylor were called to prove that
where there were symptoms of hysteria the use of the specu-
lum, without which caustic cannot be applied under the cir-
cumstances alluded to, was improper.
The defendant was called, who swore positively that the

act imputed to him was false. He explained his treatment of
her case, and admitted she might have called in November,
but that he did not remember on what day, although he
thought it was the day on which he had sold a pony. This
afterwards became most important, because Mary Walley ad-
mitted that she was insensible but once in the doctor’s house,
and that it was only on that occasion she left the house in a
cab, and she fixed that day as the 9th of November ; and,
assuming that what she said must have taken place on that
day to be true, the child, which was born on the 26th July
following, was born just three weeks short of the ordinary time
of gestation, which was admitted by the doctors on both sides
to be quite possible. The servants, however, perfectly remem-
bered Mary Walley coming in November to see the doctor, that
he was engaged, and that, although he might have seen her
for a few minutes, he soon afterwards went out ; that they
saw Mary Walley, who was very ill, but that she never was
insensible; that they got a glass of wine to give her from
Mrs. Waters, after which she was very sick, and that they
got a cab for her, in which she went away; and that she was
gone before the doctor returned. The nursery maid remem-
bered going on that day with the doctor and his children to
the paddock where the pony was kept. so that they might
have a ride upon it before it was sold. The lady who bought
the pony, and entered the amount in her account-book, proved
that the day in question was the 29th of November, which was
further corroborated by other curious evidence. Therefore,
assuming that the day when Mary Walley was sick and left
in a cab was the 29th of November, and that she was

mistaken about the day, though not as to what occurred, the
child ought not, if it had gone the full period of gestation, to
have been born before September. Evidence was called to

impugn the general character of Mary Walley; it was sought
to be shown that she had been on familiar terms with one
Joe Smith, and a boy named Bill Boddy, of the age of fourteen,
and they in turn were called to swear it was untrue.

Dr. Simpson, the eminent physician and professor of mid-
wifery in Edinburgh, was called to prove that the treatment of
the case by Dr. Waters was a proper one. Dr. Keiller and
Dr. Fyfe gave evidence to the same effect.

Serjeant SHEE replied upon the whole case in a most elo-
quent speech, which lasted two hours and a half.

It would be impcssible within reasonable limits to do justice
to the summing up of the learned judge. He said no one could.
over-estimate the importance to the parties of the issue to be
decided. To the defendant it was almost life or death. It
was of the gravest importance to Mary Walley also. As far
as Miss Bromwich was concerned, nothing would have induced

1her to expend such a vast sum in litigation had she not been
convinced of the truth and chastity of the girl whom she had
treated more as a friend than a servant, and believed that she

had been grievously wronged. After commenting upon all
’ the facts, he said the case for the plaintiff entirely depended
upon the oath of Mary Walley, corroborated, no doubt, by

one curious feature, which was that throughout the whole time
L of her pregnancy she had always allowed herself to be exa-
’ mined, and had acted as if she thought such a thing was
impossible.

The jury, after some deliberation, found a verdict for the
defendant, which was received with great cheering.

WATERS V. BROMWICH.&mdash;(S.J.)&mdash;SLANDER.
. This was an action for slander against Miss Emily Brom-
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wich, arising out of the previous case. The plaintiff’s case
having been proved, it was proposed by the defendant that a
juror should he withdrawn, upon which his lordship remarked,
" This case was most satisfactorily investigated yesterday, and
if I were the plaintiff’s counsel, I certainly would not permit
him to consent to the withdrawal of a juror." A verdict (by
consent) was then taken for the plaintiff, damages 40s. and
costs. His lordship i emarked, "I think it is most correct for
the defendant to express her satisfaction with the jury’s deci-
sion yesterday, in which I most heartily and entirely concur."

WATERS 2. POTTS.&mdash;(S.J.)&mdash;SLANDER.
This was a similar case. In consequence of the absence of a

witness for the plaintiff, and of the cieuial of the utterance of
the words used by the defendant, it was agreed to withdraw
a juror, which was accordingly done.

#. It is satisfactory to know that the jury were unanimous
in the first case. The brief delay in giving the verdict arose
from the fact that originally there was one dissentient.
Eleven of the jury were in favour of Dr. Waters in
five minutes after the judge had concluded summing-up. The
verdict has obviously given unmixed satisfaction in the city of
Chester, and to the whole medical profession. The statement
of the judge that "the verdict had his hearty and entire
concurrence" is an important testimony. We understand that
the costs of the first case amounted to more than .61500 out
of pocket for the plaintiff before it went into court, and the
total costs to near &pound;3000. Had Dr. Waters been a physician
of less eminence, or unprovided with the means to procure the
most able legal assistance, he might have failed to prove his
innocence. And, after gaining his verdict, he might even now
be crushed by the expenses, if, as in the cases of Hich v. Pier-

point, and Russell v. Adams, his accusers were persons of
straw unable to pay the costs to which they had put him.-ED. L.

HOME CIRCUIT.&mdash;KINGSTON, APRIL 2ND.

(Before Mr. Justice WIGHTMAN and a Common jMn/.)
WEISS v. M’EENZIE.

This was an action to recover X35 for commission for pro
curing the defendant a partnership in a medical business, and
the circumstances were somewhat peculiar.

Mr. Hawkins, Q.C., and Mr. Day were for the plaintiff,;
and Mr. Serjeant Ballantine and Mr. Watkin Williams for the
defendant.
The plaintiff in this action was a person named Martin Weiss,

a member of the Jewish persuasion, who carries on the busi-
ness of a medical agency, and also a governess’s institution and
scholastic agency, in King William-street, and who styles him-
self "Dr. Weiss" upon a diploma of licentiate of medicine
granted by the Dublin University. The defendant is Mr. Morel
M’Kenzie, who was formerly a medical officer of the London
Hospital ; and the action was brought to recover the sum
stated as commission for procuring him a partnership with a
medical gentleman named Margetson, in the course of last year.
From the evidence of the plaintiff, it appeared that he had in-
serted certain advertisements in THE LANCET, and the de-
fendant called upon him, and expressed a wish to become a
partner in a good medical practice, and that he told him Mr.
Margetson was desirous to have a partner, and the sum re-
quired would be &pound; 700. He said that he at the same time
showed the defendant a circular, one of the terms of which
was that in all cases where he was the means of procuring
either a vendor or a purchaser of a partnership or a business,
he expected to be paid five per cent. commission by both,
and that, although the defendant objected at first, he ulti-
mately agreed to these terms. An arrangement having been
completed between the defendant and Mr. Margetson, the
latter, it appeared, paid the plaintiff &pound; 35 as his commission,
but the defendant repudiated the alleged agreement, and the
present action was brought to recover the amount. The

plaintiff, who was called to prove the above facts, was sub-
jected to a severe cross-examination by Mr. Serjeant Ballan-
tine, in the course of which he admitted that at the last
Guildford assizes an action was brought against him by a young
lady for whom he had sold a governess’s institution, to recover
back a sum of ;S60, which she alleged had been obtained from
her by fraud, and that she obtained a verdict, and he had been

compelled to repay th&euml;o money. It also appeared that the
agencies" referred to were carried on in the name of Weiss and

, Co., but he said the " Co." had left the concern a year and a
l half ago, and the Weiss and Co. now all centred in his own
; person.

Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, in his address to the jury for the
L defendant, characterized the action as an impudent attempt to

extort money from the defendant, who, he said, was a gentle.
man of eminence in his profession, and a man of great re-

spectability, and who would never have thought of resisting
such a claim if there had been the slightest foundation for it.
The defendant was then examined, and he denied in the

most positive manner that the plaintiff ever called his attention
to the circular alluded to, or that anything was said about his

having to pay him a commission of five per cent., and said
that he did not see the circular until after he had concluded the
arrangement with Mr. Margetson, and then the defendant sent

’ him one in a letter. He also stated that when the plaintiff
made this claim upon him he at once repudiated his liability,
and he pressed him to pay him, and said he should be sorry to
be compelled to bring an action against such a distinguished
member of the medical profession (a laugh).
Mr. Orridge and Mr. Bowman were in court on the part of

the defence, but were not called.
Mr. Justice Wightman was about to sum up, when the jury

interposed, and said they were all of opinion that it was un-
necessary for him to do so, as they were unanimous in return-
ing a verdict for the defendant.

SHERIFFS’ COURT, RED LION SQUARE.
JOHNS v. BARKER.

On the 2nd inst. an action was brought in the Sheriffs’ Court,
Red Lion-square, by a person named Johns, against Samuel
Barker, alias Dr. de Roos. The statement made by the plain.
tiff’s counsel was that Johns saw an advertisement in the
newspaper from Dr. de Roos purporting to cure certain
diseases, and that Johns accordingly went to consult him, be-
lieving him to be a duly qualified medical man. He paid a
guinea, and received a bottle of medicine, and he subsequently
wrote to the defendant, who in reply demanded the further
sum of &pound; 5, which was sent, and more medicine was forwarded.
According to the statement of the plaintiff, the medicine did
him no good, but he became worse after taking it, and he-
eventually went to a medical man in his neighbourhood and
recovered his health. The defendant Barker, or De Roos, did
not appear, but allowed judgment to go by default, and the
present inquiry was to assess the damages. The Under-Sheriff
(Mr. Burchell), instructed the jury that they must find for the
plaintiff, and they accordingly returned a verdict for X6 Is.,
being the whole sum paid by the plaintiff to the defendant.

MEDICAL PROVIDENT ASSOCIATION.

AN influential meeting of medical practitioners was held at
Cheltenham, on the 31st ult., Dr. Abercrombie in the chair.
The following resolutions were passed unanimously :-

" That the proposition for the formation of a Medical Pro-
vident Association is one entitled to the best consideration of
the profession.

" That the editors of the medical journals be requested kindly
to give publicity to the following questions, aud that individual
practitioners be requested to reply to them.

" 1. Do you think such an institution desirable for the pro-
fession generally?

" 2. Should you be inclined to become a subscriber to it?
" 3. What has been, in weeks, your own annual average of

sickness, sufficiently severe to disable you from practice?"
Mr. R. B. Carter, of Stroud, Gloucestershire, has kindly

offered to receive and arrange the answers, with a view to ul-
terior proceedings.

FIELD HOSPITALS ON BRIGHTON DOWNS ON EASTER
MONDAY.&mdash;The medical officers attached to the local corps
organized a complete and efficient medical department for ser-
vice on the occasion of the review and sham fight of the Volun-
teers at Brighton on Easter Monday. There were two field
hospitals established on the Downs. We regret to say that
there were several casualties, the most serious being Corporal
Harding, fracture of the left thigh-bone, and Corporal Cox,
severely burnt, both men belonging to the London Irish corps.
The other accidents were of a minor character.


